


The Solicitors’ Journal 


LONDON. AUGUST 23, 1884. 












CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mz. Justice Writs will have had the satisfaction of passing 
through the ordeal of Vacation business early in his judicial career, 
since the vacancies upon the bench occur with such frequency that 
the contingency of having to perform the duties of a Vacation 
judge a second time is only a remote one. The late Mr. Justice 

mi1AMs, although he was nearly four years on the bench, was 
never called upon tc undertake Vacation business, and Justices 
Marsew and Sarru have still to acquire experience in that capa- 


city. 





Ir THE EXPERIENCE of Wednesday last is to be any guide to the 
amount of Chancery business which may be expected to be brought 
before the Vacation judges this year, the practice now for the first 


time adopted of the judge sitting in chambers for half an hour before | 


coming into court should be altered. Mr. Justice Writs had, on 
that day, a few cases in chambers which it may be supposed were 
estimated to take up half an hour at most. As a fact the judge 
was detained an hour beyond the time fixed, and a crowd of barris- 
ters and solicitors was kept waiting in a hot court for his appear- 
ance. He had then a list of fifty-five cases in the printed paper 
which he proceeded to dispose of, intimating that if they could not 
be disposed of by his sitting a reasonable time he would appoint 
a second sitting for Friday. Ultimately he arranged to take the 
rest of his paper on Friday, but he had again to sit in chambers 
to take pressing cases before going into court. 





A uicH legal authority, under the thinly-disguised secresy of 
the initials, ‘‘ W. B.,” has addressed a long letter to the Times on 
three important questions in connection with ‘‘the administration 
of the law.” The first subject discussed is that of local independent 
tribunals, and the learned correspondent will probably carry with 
him the approval of the profession in his exposition of the prac- 
tical difficulties which would attend the suggested innovation, 
whether it be carried out by an extension of the county court 
jurisdiction or by the creation of an intermediate class of judges, 
or by the establishment of local provincial courts in the larger 
towns. He points out that there must, under either of these 
arrangements, be an ultimate appeal to be heard in London, thus 
perpetuating the evils of the existing circuit system in anoher 
shape, or else that there must be ‘separate independent local 
courts of appeal,” which would ‘‘ mean divergent law.” 





As 10 THE orHER topics which he discusses, the views of 
“W. B.” are undoubtedly those of an optimist. With reference 
to the most recent attempt at circuit reform, he thinks that ‘the 
prospect is good,”” but that the experiment has not yet been tried 
im its full development, since much friction may be avoided by 
applying more elasticity to the mode of fixing the commission 

ys, and using more freely the power of summoning judicial 
assistance from London ; but it must be observed that the former 
reform will aggravate the inconvenience of which the postpone- 
ment of commission days has already inflicted upon so many 
suitors, witnesses, and jurors, while the more frequent inyoking 
of judicial assistance will revive the old evil of the stoppage of 


London business. Finally, the learned writer’s views as to the 
existing appellate system will be read with very great interest, 
He points out that 

introduction of the new rules, only one per cent. of the orders 


uring the last legal year, notwithstanding the» 





made by masters in chambers were subjected to a double appeal. 
He further gives his authoritative testimony to the fairness and 
reasonableness of the great majority of appesls which come before 
the Lords Justices, and of the smaller number which are further 
carried to the House of Lords: His final proposals for ‘the 
punishment of solicitors taking frivolous and vexatious steps in the 
course of a litigation appear to be rather difficult to put ‘iato 
practice. : pti. : 





Tue pressure of work in the offices during the ten days 
immediately preceding and succeeding the end of the sittings is 
being exemplified to a most inconvenient extent in the office of the 
Chancery Registrars. The most important orders to be drawn up 
are, in the estimation of the parties concerned, those which deal 
with funds in court. In accordance with the rules all these orders 
are printed, and consequently take a longer time in completing by 
reason of the necessity for correcting proofs. At the present time 
the necessary delay is aggravated by the fact that the printers, 
although they are employing an extra staff and are working night 
| and day, are wholly unable to meet the demands made upon their 
resources. It might be supposed that as this extra pressure of 
work, which lasts about three weeks and occurs annually at this 
time, would be provided for; but the fact remains that, owing to 
either want of type or scarcity of hands, the printing has, during 
the whole of last week, been several days in arrear. Another year 
it is hoped this difficulty will be foreseen and remedied. To write 
_ these orders instead of printing them would, probably, be a quicker 
‘operation, but the rules require printing, and experience shows 
that there is a limit to the number of writers qualified to engross 
orders, and as the orders which are allowed to be written have also 
been delayed for this reason, the ission to write the orders, 
which are required to be printed, would not meet the case. 





Tue accounts of the receipts and expenditure of the rte err 
General, on behalf of the Court of Chancery and of the National 
Debt Commissioners’ Chancery Funds, are published in the usual 
form and are for the year ending the 28th of February, 1883. 
Securities in court at the beginning of the year amounted to 
£72,334,510 and cash to £4,984,;590: - During the year £8,199,850 
worth of securities were brought into court, and £11,426,292 cash. 
During the same period £7,697,561 worth of securities and 
£11,503,914 cash were taken out of court, leaving balances in 
court of £72,836,801 stock, and £4,856,968 cash in court at the 
end of the year, besides many thousand pounds’ worth of securities 
expressed in foreign currency, as, for instance, ‘‘ rupees” ‘‘ Ameri- 
can dollars,” ‘‘guilders,” &c. A few curious items appear 
among the claims on the Consolidated Fund. There is an amount 
of £231 17s. 2d. in respect of a essed omer to make good a loss to an 
infant legatee’s estate from an inadvertent omission to invest a 
legacy, £87 9s. 8d. in respect of a payment made on a forged 
signature, and £4 paid by mistake in excess of the amount in an 
account, and which could not be recovered. Against these items 
there was a profit of £7 19s. 11d. made by the erroneous invest- 
ment of a dividend. Adding cash and securities together, the 
increase of the funds in court during the year amounted to 
£424,669. The usual detailed list of securities in court is given, 
covering ten closely printed columns. 








THE ANNUAL RETURN just published, goateising an account of the 
receipts and expenditure of the High Court of Justice for the year 
ending the 31st of March, 1884, shows its facts in a more concise 
_ form than has hitherto been the case, as the items relating to all 

the divisions of the High Court and to the Court of Appeal are 
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‘placed in one comprehensive account. The first item of receipts on 
the account is £105,721 2s. 4d., the interest, less income-tax, on 
£3,938,346 4s., Chancery Stock, cancelled under the provisions 
of the Courts of Justice (Salaries and Funds) Act, 1869, deducting 
the interest on certain stock restored to the Paymaster-General in 
aid of his cash balances. In the previous year this item amounted 
to - waavers A the same sum. The brokerages received on the sale 
an 


purchase of stock for suitors has increased from £11,715, in. 


1882, to £12,372, in 1883; the fees of taxation have decreased 
from £15,835 to £14,195; and the lunacy percentages from 
£12,317 to £12,004. On the account we have an item of £14,837 
received for fees in district registries which has not, on former 
occasions, been given separately. These minor items of receipt 
mount up to £54,737, and the total receipts amount to £500,298, 
of which the principal item is £340,839 received in the Inland 
Revenue Department for fee stamps on account of proceedings in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. In the previous year the total 
amount of receipts was £495,645 Os. 9d. In the particulars of 
expenditure it is not easy to find in last year’s returns the amounts 
which make up the items corresponding to those of this year. The 
first sum on this side of the account is £140,550 for salaries of 
judges, including £6,000 for the salary of the Lord Chancellor ; 
next we find £31,789 set down as retiring annuities of judges, 
including pensions to ex-Lord Chancellors at £5,000 a year. The 
salaries of officers are put down at £293,519, and the pensions, 
compensations, &c., to officers at £98,748. Salaries, allowances, 
and expenses of the district registrars of the High Court amounted 
to £18,037, and those of the district Probate registrars to 
£43,645. The judges’ marshals on circuit received £3,040, 
and the expenses of the judges and their suites were £5,779. 
A proportion of the salaries, &c., of the clerks of assize and 
their officers applicable to the business of the High Court of 
Justice on circuit, is set down as £5,184. On accountiof scrivenery 
there is an item of £11,757; travelling and incidental expenses 
amount to £4,506 ; rents, rates, taxes, repairs of buildings, furni- 
ture, gas, fuel, &c., amount to £19,525, and stationery supplied 
by the Stationery Office to £16,800. These sums, with fractions, 
bring this side of the account to £701,886 0s. 9d. In the year 
ending the 31st of March, 1883, the amount of expenditure over 
receipts shows a deficit of £201,558 17s., and in the previous 
year the deficit was £201,141 5s. 3d. This account is supposed to 
show the cost of the administration of civil justice, but it is certain 
that there are several items on the debit side of the account which 
ought not to be so charged; as, for instance, the pensions and 
superannuation allowances of judges and officers and a large pro- 
portion (attributable to criminal business) of the salaries of the 
judges and officers who go on circuit, and these would make nearly 
as much as the deficit above mentioned. 





Tue case or Wright v. Sanderson (32 W. R. 560) is an im- 
rtant decision as to the presumption which the court will make 
in favour of the due execution and attestation of a testamentary 
document. The decision of Sir James Hannen, who tried the case 
without a jury, occasioned some little surprise, because it was 
pronounced in the face of the statements of the two attesting 
witnesses to the codicil in dispute, that they did not see the 
testator’s signature upon the document at the time of their signing 
their own names. The attesting witnesses were a governess and a 
nurse in the testator’s service, and there was no question as to the 
genuineness of either of-the three signatures, and no allegation of 
fraud. The codicil was written at the foot of the testator’s will, 
which had been drawn by a solicitor and from which he had copied 
the attestation clause, and the signatures were in the usual place, 
both at the end of the codicil and at the foot of its first page: 
Both the attesting witnesses were examined, and stated that the 
were very nervous and flurried when they attested the codicil. 
They concurred in saying that they did not see the testator sign 
his name, and that they did not know the nature of the document 
_ Which they were signing; and they were both unable to say 
whether the testator’s signature was or was not upon the paper 
before they themselves signed it. More than four years had 


elapsed between the date of the codicil and the trial of the action. 
Sir J. Hannen having pronounced for the codicil, the defendant 
that neither the execution of the codicil 


appealed, on the gro 








nor the acknowledgment of the testator’s signature to the 
witnesses had been properly proved; but the decision of the 
learned President was unanimously upheld. The Lord Chancellor 
reviewed several decisions of the ecclesiastical courts and the Privy 
Council, and in particular Blake v. Knight (3 Curt. 547), where 
Sir Hersert Jenner Foust observed that ‘the court must take into 
consideration all the facts of the case, and judge from them 
collectively whether there was not at least an acknowledgment of 
a signature already existing on the face of the will at the time of 
execution. . The court cannot safely trust to the memory 
of witnesses under such circumstances; it must attend to the facts 
of the case, and say whether it is satisfied that the name of the 
deceased was written to the will when the witnesses signed it.” 
The same learned judge laid down in Oooper v. Bockett (3 Cutt. 
648) that, “where the res geste do not confirm the impressions of 
the witnesses, the court must look at the circumstances of the case, 
as it is always at liberty to do”; and his decision was affirmed by 
the Privy Council. Again, in delivering judgment in Burgoyne vy. 
Showler (1 Robert. 12), Dr. Lusreron mentioned that Sir 
Hersert JENNER Fusr had always acted upon the rule that, in 
the absence of sufficient recollection on the part of the witnesses, 
he should presume a will to have been duly executed. The Lord 
Chancellor and Fry, L.J., held that the circumstances of the case, 
the will being ex facie duly executed and attested, and there being 
no issue as to fraud, were such that the presumption omnia rite 
esse acta ought to be applied, and the codicil admitted to probate. 
The concurrence of Corroy, L.J., in this judgment appears to have 
been given with some degree of reluctance, for he stated that, upon 
the evidence before the court, he should himself have inferred that 
the testator did not sign or acknowledge the codicil in the presence 
of the witnesses ; but he based his decision upon the ground that 
Sir J. Hannen, who had had both the witnesses before him, was 
satisfied as to the execution and attestation of the instrument. 
Apart from the current of the decisions in the ecclesiastical courts, 
it certainly appears reasonable that there should, in the absence of 
fraud, be a presumption in favour of the validity of a testamentary 
instrument, subject to the impressions which may be formed by the 
court or judge as to the evidence of the attesting witnesses, when- 
ever their testimony is available. 








WHAT IS A DOMESTIC ANIMAL? 


Tux difficulties arising from the use in enactments of popular ex- 
pressions of imperfectly defined meaning have been illustrated by 
two recent cases turning upon the statutes with regard to cruelty 
to animals. The 12 & 13 Vict. c. 92 defines an animal for the 
purposes of the statute to be ‘‘ any horse, mare, gelding, bull, ox, 
cow, heifer, steer, calf, mule, sheep, lamb, hog, pig, sow, goat, 
dog, cat, or any other domestic animal.” This definition was, no 
doubt, defective. It will be observed that all the animals particu- 
larly enumerated in this definition are quadrupeds, and, therefore, 
applying the ejusdem generis rule, it would be very doubtful 
whether a bird would come within the term “other domestic 
animal.” So, by the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 60, s. 3, the definition 1s 
enlarged, and it is provided that ‘‘animal” shall mean ‘any 
domestic animal, whether of the kind or species particularly enu- 
merated in clause 29 of the said Act, or of any other kind or 
species whatever, and whether a quadruped or not.” Under this 
enlarged definition, however, the animal, whether beast or bird, 
must still be a ‘‘domestic animal,”. and the question therefore 
arises, what constitutes a domestic — ? oe 7 
alwa to answer, and it is, perhaps, impossible to lay do 

any Rae cadlidestery rinciple on the subject. In the case of 
Colam v. Pagett (32 W. R..289, L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 66) it was held 
that linnets kept in a state of captivity, ang trained as decoy 
birds for the purpose of bird-catching, were domestic animals for 
this purpose. In another recert case a man was charged before & 
police magistrate, under the statutes above mentioned, for cruelly 
ill-treating a performing bear; but the magistrate, after some 
discussion, held that a bear, though tamed and in captivity, could 
not be considered to be a domestic animal. We are disposed 
agree, and to think that, however amiable and domestic a bear may 
have become, there is an oe calling a bear a domestie 
animal. A lion or a tiger could hardly, under any circullr 
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stances, correspond to one’s notion of a domestic animal, even if 
kept in captivity in or near a house. It is true that 
a bear seems somewhat more capable of being tamed and rendered 
subject to the will of man than a lion or tiger, but it seems to us 
that neither the size nor the natural ferocity, or otherwise, nor the 
actual degree of tameness, of an animal can be the test. The 
word “domestic”? seems to us to involve different considerations 
from these. We are disposed to think that the idea which under- 
lies the term ‘‘ domestic” in this relation is that of animals more 
or less habitually associated by man with himself in his domestic 
life. Cattle, fowls kept for food, horses, ordinary domestic pets, 
dogs, and other animals usually kept for protection, business, 
amusement, or sport, and cats, would, when kept by man, all come 
within the the description of domestic sowrter 9 being the usual 
outdoor or indoor associates of householding man, and part of his 
domestic establishment or adjuncts thereto. It, therefore, seems 
to us that the case of the decoy birds was rightly decided; but a 
performing bear, or animals kept in a menagerie, would not come 
within the term ‘‘domestic” so viewed, because not habitually 
domesticated. 

Of course, cases may be put which would come very near 
the line. There are cases in which animals not usually 
associated by man with himself in his domestic life are, under 
exceptional cases, so associated. Instances occur in which foxes, 
monkeys, and even snakes may be kept in or about a house as pets, 
and in a more or less domesticated condition. It is, no doubt, very 
dificult to draw the line, and it may be argued that the word 
“domestic” refers to the state of the particular animal, it being in 
domestic captivity, not to any habitual domestication of the species 
of animal. There are difficulties whichever way the matter is 
looked at, but we are disposed to think that the sounder construc- 
tion of the expression ‘‘ domestic animal” is to look to the broad, 
popular meaning of the expression, and not to strain the words for 
the purpose of including every case which may appear to be within 
the mischief of the Act. Monkeys and snakes are not, under any 
circumstances, what is generally meant by the term “domestic 
animals.” It is, no doubt, an act worthy of punishment 
to ill-treat wantonly a tame monkey or snake, but it 
seems equally worthy of punishment to ill-treat a monkey 
or a snake in a menagerie, and we do not see how, by 
the utmost stretch of language, such could be deemed domestic 
animals. There are, no doubt, many cruelties which are per- 
petrated wantonly upon non-domestic animals, and which are 
worthy of punishment, but it was probably felt that difficulties 
would arise if the criminal law threw too wide a net in relation 
to the matter. The language of the statutes seems to show that 
their framers expressly refrained from endeavouring to define or 
punish cruelty to animals in general, and though the definition in 
the earlier of the two statutes is enlarged by the later so as to 
include domestic animals not ejusdem generis with the quadrupeds 
enumerated in the earlier statute, still some. light appears to be 
thrown by that enumeration upon the meaning of the term 
“domestic” in this relation. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


ESTOPPEL THROUGH THE FORGERY OF AN AGENT. 
(Shaw v. The Port Philip and Colonial and Gold Mining Company, 
Q. B. D., 82 W. R. 771, L. R. 13 Q. B. D. 103.) 

This is the last of a series of decisions in which companies have 
been held responsible in respect of shares and other instruments 
fraudulently or irregularly issued in their names. The plaintiff was 
the transferee of certain shares in the defendant company, having 
received from the transferor what purported to be a certificate, 
bearing the company’s seal, and signed by the secretary and one of 
the directors of the company, to the effect that the transferor was the 
registered proprietor of the shares in question. The seal had, in fact, 
been affixed to the certificate without the authority of the directors by 
the secretary, who had also forged the signature of the director. It was 
admitted that, if the secretary had been guilty of any fraud or ir- 
regularity in issuing the shares, the defendants would, upon the 
authority of In re Bahia and San Francisco. Railway Company (16 
W. R, 862, L, RB. 3 Q. B, 584), and other similar cases, have-been 





estopped from denying that the plaintiff had obtained the shares 
from a person duly qualified to deal with them, but it was urged 
that no such estoppel could arise when the secretary had committed 
a forgery which was entirely outside the scope of his authority, and 
that the defendants could not be bound by the criminal act of their 
agent. The court held that the forging by the secretary of the 
director’s name could not place the defendants in a better position 
than they would have occupied if the director’s signature had not 
been required at all, but that, since the secretary was placed in a 
position to warrant the genuineness of the seal and of both the signa- 
tures upon the share certificate, and the instrument was on the face 
of it a valid one, no duty was thrown upon the plaintiff of making 
‘inquiries as to the genuineness of the signatures, and the defendants 
were estopped from denying their liability in respect of the shares. 





BETTING BY AN AGENT. 
(Read v. Anderson, C. A., 32 W. RB. 950.) 

The appeal in this case has scarcely tended to settle the law on the 
subject of betting contracts, for although the judgment of Hawkins, 
J., upon further consideration (see 31 W. R. 453, L. R. 10 Q. B. D. 
100), has been affirmed, the Master of the Rolls dissented from the 
conclusions reached by his colleagues. It may be remembered that 
the defendant had employed the plaintiff to bet for him on commis- 
sion, all bsts being made in the name of the latter, and that the 
actiun was brought in respect. of certain bets which had been lost. 
It was agreed that a bet cannot be sued for, but that money lost in 
betting at another person’s request may be the subject of an action, 
and the question which divided the court related to the defendant’s 
right to revoke his authority after the bets had been made, The 
Master of the Rolls pointed out that it is within the ordinary powers 
of a principal to revoke the authority given to his agent, and there 
was, in the present contract, no express provision which prevented 
the defendant from doing so. He did not think that there was any 
implied condition to prevent the revocation of authority. If the 
plaintiff had not paid the bet he could not be compelled by law to do 
so, and if it had been won neither the plaintiff nor the defendant 
could have enforced payment. How, then, could it be said that the 
agent was under such a legal obligation that the principal’s authority 
could not be revoked? On the other hand, Bowen, L.J. (with 
whom Fry, L.J., concurred), pointed out that the action was 
not brought upon a wagering contract, but that the plaintiff 
had paid money upon the faith of the defendant’s undertaking 
to indemnify him, and after he had involved himself in liability 
as a result of the employment. It was true that this was not 
a legal liability; but, since non-payment of the bets would 
have caused the exclusion of the plaintiff from Tattersall’s, it 
must be inferred that he would not have run this risk without an 
indemnity. It was, therefore, too late for the defendant to retract 
his authority in respect of bets which had been already made. The 
grounds on which the decision of the majority of the court was based 
do not appear to be altogether satisfactory, since Bowen, L.J., ex- 
pressly laysdown that ‘the obligation to pay the bets was, of course, 
not a legal one” ; but persons who are engaged as betting agents 
will, no doubt, be satisfied that the law has been enunciated with 
sufficient precision for the protection of their interests. 


CRIMINAL INFORMATION FOR LIBEL. 

(Reg. v. Labouchere, Q. B. D., 32 W. R. 861, L. R. 12 Q. B. D. 320.) 

No less than three points of importance were raised in this case, 
respecting (1) the rules upon which a criminal information for libel 
will be granted or refused ; (2) the offence of libelling a deceased 
person ; and (3) the offence of libelling a foreigner. The facts of the 
case were shortly that the defendant had published in 7'ruth a state- 
ment that the deceased father of the prosecutor was an “‘ army con- 
tractor, who was nearly hanged” for malpractices in his business, 
both father and son being foreigners resident abroad. Upon the 
first point the judgment is as clear as a judgment can be which deals . 
with a question which is mainly one of discretion. The practice of the 
courts in granting informations had been sometimes lax, and sometimes 
strict, it being impossible to reconcile the various decisions on the 
subject. The greater number of them being unreported, the judg- 
mint in the present ease, which furnishes © good summary of them, 
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is all the more valuable, It seems that so recently as 1831, in Rex. v, 
Rintoul, the court had gone so far as to grant a criminal information 
for a libel which alleged that ‘‘the amount of public money received 
by the Somersets, since the late Duke of Beaufort came of age, far 
exceeds the value of the estate he bequeathed to the present duke.” 
In latter times, however, the practice had been far more strict, and 
the question was, Which practice ought to prevail? In clear and 
unmistakeable terms, the court lays down that for the future the rule 
of Blackstone will be followed, that the criminal information will 
only be granted for “‘gross and notorious misdemeanors, riots, 
batteries, and other immoralities of an atrocious kind, not peculiarly 
tending to disturb the Government (for those are left to the care of 
the Attorney-General), but which, on account of their magnitude or 
pernicious example, deserve the most public animadversion.” It 
need hardly be observed that the remedy of the aggrieved person by 
indictment for a libel (without even the restriction imposed by the 
Vexatious Indictment Act in the case of many other misdemeanors) 
or by action remains intact. 

The court also laid down that; as a general rule, the criminal in- 
formation would not be granted at the suit of a foreigner resident 
abroad, nor in the case of an alleged libel upon a deceased person ; 
refraining, however, from laying it down as law that there is no 
jurisdiction to interfere, under any circumstances, in either of these 
cases. ex. v. Peltier (28 How. St. T. 530), in which the defendant, 
upon an information filed by the Attorney-General, was tried and 
convicted for a libel on Napoleon I. when First Consul, but, ‘‘ war 
between Great Britain and France being renewed shortly after the 
trial,” was never called upon to receive judgment, is affirmed, and 
sois Rex. v. Topham (4 T. R. 126), in which Lord Kenyon and Buller, 
J., held that it was not the subject-matter of indictment for libel to 
asperse the memory of the dead, ‘‘ unless it was done with a design 
to break the peace.” But the principle of these authorities is 
affirmed in such language, and with such comments, that, for the 
future, it may be considered almost hopeless either to apply for a 
criminal information or to prefer an indictment in either case. It 
should be remarked, in conclusion, that there is this distinction 
between the two cases—that, whereas the libelled foreigner might 
bring an action with fair chance of success, the right of action is lost 
to the representatives of a deceased person by the operation of the 
rule that actio personalis moritur cwm persona. 








REVIEWS. 


COPYRIGHT AND TRADE-MARKS. 


THE LAW RELATING TO COPYRIGHT AND TRADE-MARKS, TREATED 
MORE PARTICULARLY WITH REFERENCE TO INFRINGEMENT, FORM- 
ING..4. DIGEST OF THE MORE IMPORTANT ENGLISH AND AMERICAN 
Decisions. By SLATER, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 


ns. 
a Fie tt ing which strikes one with reference to this book is 
‘that it deals with a combination of subjects which, so far as we are 
awire, Have never been dealt with in one work, at all events in this 
country. ‘There is a certain relation between copyright and trade- 
marks, but not.» very close one. As Mr. Slater points out quite 
correctly, copyright refers to, and is designed to protect, the substance 
of a li or artistic production, while a trade-mark merely pro- 
tects the identification of an article. This being so, it is singular 
that the author, while alluding to the fact that the American legis- 
ene ided on the subject of tho registration of trade-marks oA 
en decided by the American courts to be. unconstitutional, and 
therefore invalid, does not mention that the ground of the decision 
was that there was so broad a distinction between copyright and 
trade-marks that the authority given to Congress by the American 
Constitution to legislate on the subject of copyright did not extend 
to Jegislation on the subject of trade-marks. Moreover, only a 
decision of the Circuit Court is cited on the point, notwithstanding 
act that the Supreme Court of the United | States finally decided 
itin U. 8. v. Steffens (100 U. 8S. Rep. 82). Nor does Mr. Slater 
appear to be aware that the invalid statute of 1870 was replaced in 
: by another Act, modified so as to come within the terms of the 
Serie thie authorizing legislation as to foreign commerce. We 
refer to this point because, as appears from the title, the book before 
us to form a digest of the more important English and 
decisions. There are, indeed, a good many American cases 
4, bat theit references are soniewhat imperfect, Thus in 
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addition to U. S. v. Steffens, we find no allusion to Cunal Company y, 
Clark ta Wallace, 311), the leading American authority on the sub- 
ject of geographical names used as trade-marks, or to Amoskeay 
Manufacturing-Company v. Trainer (101 U. 8. Rep. 51), or Kidd y, 
Johnson (100 U. 8. Rep. 617). All these are Supreme Court cases, 

Passing, however, from this point, we find in the book a collection 
of matter which will be useful to the practitioner; not, as 
we think, conveniently arranged, but still the book shows signs 
of a good deal of time having been spent upon it. It contains, 
however, many statements which do not commend themselves to 
us. To take only one instance—the author’s remarks, at p. 257, on 
Re Mitchell (L. R. 7 Ch. D. 36)—whatever Malins, V.C., may have 
said in Re Barrows (L. R. 5 Ch. D. 353), it is clear that Hall, V.C., 
was right in holding that the registrability of trade-marks must 
depend on the definition clause in the Act, and this has been, in 
effect, recognized by the new Patents Act, the definition section of 
which is ex y so framed. as to 
in Re Mitchell by the wording of the corresponding section of the 

revious Act. At the same time, if readers are content to use the 
Bodl for the purpose of finding out cases which may have some 
bearing on the subject of their inquiries, and do not always rely on 
the author’s statements of the law too implicitly, we think they will 
find here many useful references. 








THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 


Jan. 9; April 8, 9; May 10, 29; July 9.—Berry v. London, Chatham, 
and Dover Railway Company. 


Terminal charges—Hop traffic—Extraordinary services—Cartage— 
Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, s. 15. 


A railway company were authorized by special Act to charge for hops 
arate not exceeding 4d. per ton per mile, being ‘‘the maximum rate 
of charge, including the tolls for the use of the railway and branches, and 
of carriages, and for locomotive power, and every other expense incidental 
to such conveyance, except a reasonable charge for loading and unloading 
goods, where such service is performed by the company.’’ 

Upon an application to the Railway Commissioners, under section 15 of 
the Re tion of Railways Act, 1873, to decide what were reasonable 
sums, if any, to be paid to such railway company for terminal services 
alleged by the railway company to be performed by them in respect of 
hops sent by the applicants from S, Station to Blackfriars Station 
London, and carted and delivered by the railway company from Black- 
friars Station to places within the Borough, it appeared that the terminal 
charges which the railway claimed to make, and the alleged services 
were— 

Delivery and cartage in London . . 4 5s. 6d. to 7s. 6d. 
1. Loadin, ngs send assistance in and supervision of 
loading . ; : ‘ 4 > 


. Unloading . ; 4 ; 4 . - 
. Weighing, checking, clerkage, and watching 
. Sheeting : ‘ » ° ogiivs ° 
. Use of siding and station accommodation. 
. Special and exceptional services and facilities 

rendered, and special and exceptional 

incurred in regard to the traffic ; : 

Held, that the sum of 4d. per pocket was: a reasonable sum to be paid 
to the rseaiphs ews iy | for the cartage and delivery by them of hops 
from their Blackfriars Station to any place within the Borough. 

Held (1), that (it being proved that at S. Station the railway company’s 
servants assisted the applicants’ men in loading the railway wagons with 
hops) 9d. per score pockets of hops was a reasonable sum to be paid to 
the railway company for loading at 8. Station when the railway company’s 
servants did the whole of the work of loading the hops into the railway 
wagons, and half that sum, or 4$d. per score, when their servants only 
assisted the applicants’ men in loading the hops into the wagons. 

Held (2), that (it being proved that the railway company’s servants 
unload the hops from the wagons on their arrival at Blackfriars Station) 
1s. 6d. per score pockets of hops was a reasonable sum to be paid to the 
railway company for such unloading. 

Held (3, 4, 5), that, weighing, checking, clerkage,; watching, sheetmg, 
use of siding, and station accommodation were not services for which 8 
charge could be made, but were services which were incidental to conve)- 
ance. 

W. A. Hunter, and Morrison, appeared for the applicants. 
Pope, Q.C., and McDonell, for the railway company. 
Solicitors for the applicants, Neish § Howell. es 
Solicitor for the defendants, W. 4. White, Victoria Station. 


6s. Td. to 88. 7d. 


C2 Ot > Co bo 








SOCIETIES. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
The usual monthly meéting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 











* Reported by W. H. Magnamaza, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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the 13th inst.; Mr. William Beriah Brook in the chair., The other 
directors present were Messrs. S. Hurry Asker, of Norwich; Samuel 
Harris, of Leicester; Edwin Hedger; Robert E. Mellersh, of Godalming; 
Richard Pidcock, of Woolwich; Philip Rickman; and J. T. Scott, 
secretary. A sum of £450 was distributed in grants of relief; nine new 
members were admitted to the association; and other general business 








OBITUARY. 


MR, PHILIP HEMERY LE BRETON, 


Mr. Philip Hemery Le Breton, barrister, died at his residence at Hamp- 
stead on the 8th inst., after along illness, at the age of 77. Mr. Le Breton 
was the son of the Very Rev. Philip Le Breton, Dean of Jersey, and was 
born in 1807. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Easter 
Term, 1854, and he formerly practised on the Home Circuit and at the 
Kent Sessions. He was, for many years, one of the revising barristers for 
the county of Surrey. Mr. Le Breton was also for many years a member 
of the Metropolitan Board of Works, as a representative of the Hampstead 
Vestry, and he took an active part in the negotiations which resulted in 
the purchase of Hampstead Heath as a place of public recreation. About 
five years ago, his health failed and he resigned his appointment as re- 
vising barrister, and his seats at the Hampstead Vestry and the Metro- 
politan Board of Works. Mr. Le Breton was married to the daughter of 
ae Aikin, niece of Miss Lucy Aikin, and grand-niece of Mrs. 

arbauld. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Srerxen Stuon Owen, solicitor, of 11, Poultry, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Cuartes Racknam Gittman, solicitor, of Norwich, has been 
appointed a Magistrate for that city. Mr. Gillman has been mayor of 
Norwich. He was admitted a solicitor in 1856, and he is in partnership 
with his father, Mr. Charles Suckling Gillman. 


Mr. James Joun Winter, solicitor (of the firm of Winter & Francis), of 
Norwich, has been appointed a Magistrate for that city. Mr. Winter was 
— a solicitor in 1854. He is in partnership with Mr. Edward Cubitt 

rancis. 


Mr. Joun Harry Yonesr, solicitor, of Worcester, has been appointed 
Steward of the Manor of Malvern. 


Mr. Bastz Arnotp Dyrr, solicitor, of Bath, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Epmunp Dutton, solicitor (of the firm of Stone, Billson, & Dutton), 
of Leicester, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Tuomas Price, solicitor, of Manchester, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Frepgerick WitLoversy, solicitor, of Daventry, has been elected 
Town Clerk of that borough in succession to Mr. Edmund Charles 
Burton, resigned. 


Mr. Frepericx Erngst Suva, solicitor, of Bath, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Rapnart Amprose Bratz, solicitor, of 8, Serjeants’-inn, Fleet- 
street, and 17, Scarsdale-villas, Kensington, has been appointed a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of J ural 


Mr. Frank Cuerry, solicitor, of 32, Bedford-row, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS. 


Tuomas Marsuatt Brieaxcry and Jzremman Wooprow, solicitors, 
Birkenhead (Bleakley, Downham, & Woodrow). June 26, 

CuaRres Heyry Mansnart and Freperick Conrap Tarre Naytor, 
solicitors, Huddersfield (Marshall & Naylor). August 4, 

Ronerr Power and WiLL1aM ARMISHAW, solicitors, Atherstone, Warwick 
(Power & Armishaw). June 30. [ Gazette, August 15. ] 








The number of failures in England and Wales gazetted during the 
week ending Saturday, August 16, was 53. The number in the corres- 
ponding week of last year was 188, showing a decrease of 135, being 
& net decrease in 1884, to date, of 4,446. The number of bills of sale 
published in England and Wales for the week ending August 16 was 189. 
Lhe number in the corresponding week of last year was 218, showing a 
decrease of 29, being a net decrease in 1884, to date, of 574 he 
number published in Ireland for the same week was 16. The number in 
jie corresponding week of last year was 8, showing an increase of 8, 

& & net decrease, in 1884, to date; of 571.—Kemp’s Mercantile Gazette. 





LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Aug. 14.—Royal Assent, 


The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the following Bills :— 
Appropriation; Cholera H (Ireland) ; politan Asylums 
Board (Borrowing Powers) ; eomanry Pay; Chartered 
Companies ; Trusts (Scotland) Amendment ; Superann’ ; Prosecution 
of Offences; Bishopric of Bristol; New Parishes Acts and Church 
Building Acts Amendment; Improvement of Land (Ecclesiastical 
Benefices); Matrimonial Causes; Munici Elections ( t and 
Tegal Practices); Canal Boats; Criminal Lunatics; Supreme Court of 
Judicature; Revenue ; Intestates’ Estates; Cholera Pri ( y 
Public Health (Ireland) Amendment; Public Health (Officers); Post 
Office (Protection) ; Disused Burial Grounds ; Corrupt Practices (Suspen- 
sion of Elections); Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway 
and Dock ; Golden Valley Railway (Hay Extension); Brighton Improve- 
ment ; Eaton and Church Hope Railway; London and South-Western 
and Metropolitan District Railway Companies; Medina Subway ; Milford 
Docks Junction Railway ; Bristol Co: retin, Dont Purchase); Great 
Western Railway and Bristol and Portish Pier and Railway; Earl 
ef Aylesford’s Estates; Earl of Devon’s Estates. 


ensions and 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jomt Stock ComPANTIEs. 
pe . — In CHANCERY. ; by an 
GLO-AFRICAN STEAMSHIP CoMPANY, LImITED.—Kay, J., has, by an order 

July 15, appointed John Young, 41, Coleman st, to be official liquidator. Credi- 
tors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their names and and the 
iculars of their debts or claims, to the above. Oct 30 at 1 is appointed for 

ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

CUMBERLAND RoaD METAL ComPANY, LuwiTeD.—Pearson, J., has, by an order 
dated Aug 11, appcnted. William Barclay Peat, Royal Exchange, Middles- 
borough, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Oct 13, 
to send their names and addresses, and the debts or claims, 
~ Lg ee, Novy 11 at 1 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 

ebts and claims } 

GRIMSBY PH@NIX Bur~prine Company, LuwireD.—Creditors are on or 
before Says 10, to send their names and addresses, the of their 
debts or claims, to George Watson Booth, 77, Heneage eelsby, near Great 

rimsby. Oct 28 at 12 is appointed for hearing and Ss yadioating upon the debts 


Cc 
Mwynpy Iron ORE CoMPANny, LIMITED 
July 11, it was ordered that the 
tinued. Lyne and Holman, Great 
VERNON EWENS AND COMPANY, _ 
July 11, appointed Flaxman Hay on, 121, 
iquidator. Creditors are req on or ‘ore 
dresses, and the culars of their debts or th “ 
12 is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
{ Gazette, Aug. 15.) 


ANGLO-AFRICAN STEAMSHIP COMPANY, mgs 
EAsTERN ELECTRIC LigHT AND ‘PowER COMPANY, " 
quired, on or before Dec send their names 
d addresses of their solicito: to Henry Cleland Heywood, 
50 Latimer Clark, 19, Great. Winchester st. Dec 22 at 1 is 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debtsand- claims - : 
GOLD MINING 


PATENT MEDICINES PROPRIETARY, LIMITED.— 

dated Aug 9, it was ordered that the p 

brook, solicitor for the petitioner 
West Hotway Leap Company, Luwttrep.—Chitty, J. 

22, appointed Arthur Miall, 23, St Swithin’s lane, to be 

tors are required, on or before Oct 

-mepedes aiicnting oe the debts and claims 
earing an udica Zz UW ie / . ‘ v 

ZOEDONE COMPANY, LIMITED.—Creditors are required, om. og betore 18, to 

send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 8, to 

Francis Moreton, 64, Elm Park rd, Chelsea. Oct 27 at 12 is 

ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims r 


UNLIMITED IN 5 
Cries appantad Wins Haslet & O18 Dawes 
ug a) " 

Croticors are required, on of belare t 30, to sen their names a oa 
particulars of their Getta on caoeen So Fe Serre at 12 is ap- 
or hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and ; ‘“ 

CoUNTY PALATINE OF LANGASTER. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Vice-Chancellor fixed 


an‘ the 
pointed 


Sreamsuip “ DRYBURGH ABBEY,” The , has 
Tieden, Avg Ss at ll, at 9, ‘Cook st, Liverpool, for the appointment of an 
ir 


official liquida’ rf 
[ Gazette, Aug. 19.) 


Frrenpiy Socrerres+D1sso.vep. - 
InDUSTRIAL CO-OPERATIVE SocreTY, Lumrep, High st, Shariston 


apres 
orks. ug j 
UnItTED BROTHERS’ FRIENDLY Society, Clown Tavern, St John ohnd. 


Aung 12 
Aug. 15.) | 
Rovat Eprnynox Frrunpiy Buwxrir Socrery, Netherfield ra North, Everton, 


‘Aug 1 Phe . 
_ [Gasette, Aug 19.] 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


BUCKLAND, FRANCIS TREVELYAN, Ainany tt, st, Regent’s Forage of Fisheries. 
Oct 1. Buckland v soe Cane f Cotton, Beem bl Cpacery lane 
HaAaGG, ALFRED ER, ~ By per ‘Norwood, Oct 1. Grim- 

v Turner, Bacon, Lo Phifer lan 
ARK, WILLIAM DA’ coer > Seed “sept 1. Samuels y Loewen- 
> stark, Bacon, V.C. vg, Saran, Je s aes 5 
ENNINGS, FRANCIS, Cary, te amar g ‘armer, Page v Jennings, 
Chitty, J. Watts, Yeovil _ 


chitty, 3. Hote 
Fenton, Jane, Bradford, York. Oct 1. Birkby v Rhodes, tty, J ght, 
OaTES, J AMES, Btsnnington, York, Cutler. Sept 1. Oates v Oates, Chitty, J 


Sheffi 
Wiauson, Joun Panees: York, Mahogany Merchant. Sept 30, Wilson v Wilson. 
Pearson, J. Camidge, York . . ’ 
(Gazette, Aug. 5.] 





CREDITORS oan te 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST mE Bea. Sep ont | Hea, Reigate 
29. 
hg Me | 
Bion Oh pping Norton, onent , Sept 1. Saunders, 
eneeg Norton Filloughby, Warwick, Farmer. Sept 1. Davis, Son, & Co, 
arn iilek a momeeis upon Tyne, Clerk in Holy Orders. Aug 29. 
com hah Bailiff, Sept 15. Harland, Leeds 
:— ork terrace, Regent’s Park. = 9. 





Coote, 


Tigpem, Tt aaa st, ri et Plasterer. Augié. Norton, 
Sieatace Peoke 8 Sept Staffurth, Bo, 
HEATHER, m, Sussex. 1. 
aera, JOHN, Wo gham, Berks, Draper. Sept 23. 
0 
LIVING, Henry THomas, Oundle, Northampton. Sept 10. Beaumont and 
Lincoln’s inn fields r ‘ 
Lovsz, Groner. Wokingham, Berks, Coachbuilder Sept 29. Wheeler and 
Sargean’ oO 
Lyx, Joun, Hayward’s Heath, Sussex, Provision Merchant. Sept 30. Upton, 
Many, ILLIAM Moore, Kendal, Westmoreland, Gent. Sept 15. Watson, 


yer gg oe Ra Kent terrace, Regent’s Park. Sept 16. Saxton and Morgan, 
Niwot , Ky Deptt ord, Kent, Coppersmith. Sept 10, ‘Peddell, Guildhall 


Martruew, Compstall Werneth, Chester, Butcher. Sept 5. Johnson and 

Johnsons, Stockport 
VALLIANT, ALBERT, Weybridge, Surrey, E a Sept 29. Head, Reigate 

We. — WIr114M, Jewry st, City, Doctor. pt 29. Lane and Co, Gueen 


eae JaMES CHRISTOPHER, Charles st, Berkeley sq, Esq. Sept 29. Head, 
be = » Ane, Stock Exchange, Esq. Sept 10, 
woe py dacme Haar, P > Dinorwic, Carnarvon, Lieut.-Col. Sept 20. Few 
pee Wastin Ser Genet, Essex, Lead Merchant. Sept 27. Martin and Uo, 


[ Gazette, Aug 1.1 
ALLEN, JOHN. Warwick, Gent. Oct 31. Holyoake, Droitwich 
ay Aa ny Pe Major. Sept1. Farrer and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
derlan: rn Merchant. 12, Kidson and Co, Sunderland 
Brown, ELLEN, West Derby, nr Liverpool. Sept3. Masters and Rogers, Liverpool 
A BICKHAM a ite rd, Aug 2. sae * Lm pp : 8 Grand 
SUSANNAH. ‘0. 11 arde: Dash- 
wood, Mitre chbrs, 3, temple . 2 


an hee i rd, Tripe Dresser. Sept 16. Saxton and Morgan, 
Henny, Sunderland, Retired Master Mariner. Sept 4. Mitchell, Sunder- 


DEveEyY, ag old Rentra rd. eat of, Right Hon Leman st . 
joness 0 HAkzIert, Grosv 
cma Dowager Macht M a Bon, onourable enor sq. 


Bh 
Exprincz, Harrier, Grea’ Taaeun. > oa 30. Eaden and Knowles, Cambridge 


a Potemnestie row, Auctioneer. Sept 29. Girdlestone, Albany 


JORDAN, JON aod. Gloucester, Gent. Sept 20. Gee, Bristol 
sy Saaeuhes ane, est Brighton, Gent. Oct 31. Wineoder and Co, Lincoln’s 
AMBLER, Halifax, Iron Merchant. 


PULMAN, 
Quanrom, WILLLM FRED! FREDERICK, Heworth, Yor' 


or, Sussex 
eeler and Sargeant, 


Beaumont and Son, 


oe: 





Robson and Suter, Halifax 
* Blk Mercer. Sept 20. Smith- 


EMANUEL, Perxnarch st. Baddeley, Leman 
Royns, Jonny, Brentwood, Essex, ag te Robins and =. Basinghall st 
—, Wriux Younae, Durham, Retired Publican. Aug 29. Steel and 
Skinner, Sunderland 
[ Gazette, Aug. 5.) 
Atrzx, Wii114mM_ Hewnry, Clephan E 
4 maa a phere rd, Essex rd, Islington. Oct 1. Van 
Barrat, HENRy, Mount-terrace, Hercules-buildings, Lambeth, Gent. Sept 15. 
Knapp, Marylebone rd 
Benwert, Hexny Awrnoxy, Monshester, Jiea +7 Hadfield Manchester. 
-crescen ottin hant. 
Buxusx, an ag ga Smo e- ere. Bep oy 


Don, Rev. Purmir Hayrmay, Lichfield. 20. Chinn, Lichfield 
RicHarD, Wilmslow, Chester. t 15. Cobbett and Co., Manchester. 
, Northwoods, nr Bristol, Gent. Sept 6. Britton, Alcester, 


Goopwis, Joum, sen., St. Paul’s rd, Camden Town, Gent. Oct 1. Poole, Bar- 


tholomew. 
Sussex,Gent. Oct1. Gell & Co., Lewes 
Gell and d Co., Lewes 


» ROBBET, Rock Ferry, Chester, Ship broker. ‘Sept 30. Stone and Co., 


Mise eal hap i Beta esl Veep cdot Bas 








HARVEY, Ey Mullyon, Cornwall, Clerk in Holy Orders. Sept i, 
J nee Fulham rd, Fulham. Sept?. Led, 


Sept 8. ya Velmowi 
a a Ag 9. by — {he me 


Chester; Tail Aug 31. New, Stoc'! 
Sti Sept 6. ounes =, , Carlisle. Seis 
on pham Common. Sept 1. Le Brasseur and Oakley, 


. Northumberland. ti. Kirsopp, Hexham 
Hexham, Northumberten ete See Crowes ail 


ds 

UDsON, Royal Courts of Justice, Esq. Sept 17. Farrer 
STH, Ji ANE, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sept 13. Mather and Co., Newcastle-upon, 
anew, JOuN, Firmain Villa, Putney, Commercial Traveller. Sept 6. Tippetts 


Son, Maiden-lane, Queen 
ae Cee Ewa, Talbot rd, Westbourne pk. Sept 15. Peacock and 
To , CaRoLine ‘Weston-super-Mare. +30. Stone and Co., Bath 


LEMAN, 
Wixp, GzorGE, eahoot, Lancaster, Gent. 


t 12. Taylor and ‘Sons, Bae 
Hopper ALFERD, High st, Homerton, ine Merchant. Sept 6 


[ Gazette, Aug. 8.) 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


8, at 1 Cavendish- e. , a the wife of Sir Sherston 

Bees, Bate of Linpoin s-inn, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

CorRIE.—Aug. %. ig v, caer nage piney WT eatbourne-park, the wife of 
Edward Knowles Corrie, barrister, of a 

RADCLIFFE.—Aug. 17, at ’ Brackenhurst, “Cobham, Surrey, the wife of Francis 
R. Y. Radcliffe, barrister-a' t-law, of a son. 

Topp. a 6, a 19, reomim aceetesd West Kensington, the wife of Arthur H. 
Todd, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

TuPpPER.—Aug. 8, at 97, Cromwell-road, 8.W., the wife of J. Stewart Tupper, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 

WHITE.—Aug. 8, at 20, St. Ann’s-villas, Notting-hill, W., the wife of Louis §, 
White, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


-yerning, Essex, Edward Robert 
be, Santabean ioe to 6 Py ane Constance, the es of 


it. Leo: Grange, F 
Rear of Chr 13, at St. Mary’s, mv inbiedon by the Rev. Arbor = 
urch, Epso: 








TaYLor—GRACE.—Aug. 9, at St. Giles, Camberwell, 
Winnipeg, tobe, barrister-at-law, and librarian of the Law Society of 
—s to ‘Alice Edith, daughter of Robert Grace, of Bromar-road, 


DEATH. 
Dyson.—Aug. 16, at Corn Bank, Netherton, near Huddersfield, George Dyson, 
aged 51, No cards, 
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Frmay, A’ aa met 
Beardsell. Thomas, Thongsbridge, nr H d,_ out ofibusiness, Hudders- 
field. Pet Aug 13. Ord Aug Exam Oct 24 at 1 


13. 
heffield, Electro Plate 


a ~ 9 J -_ Manufacturer. Sheffield. Pet Aug 1. 
od Las Exam Oct 9 at 11.30 
oF = Apaustes Ger aati Architect. Scarborough. Pet June 18. 
xam 21 at 1 
Caley, W: Forrester, t Warwickshire, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet Aug 
nt ONL ANS Una Oct 9 wood rd, W t; Brompton, of tion. High 
est Brompton, of no occupation. 
ame. Pet June 18. Ord Exam Sept 17 at 11.30 at 34, coln’s inn 
e 
Clarke, Arth 


ur, Watling st. siete . ee Court. Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug ?2. 

Exam Sept 17 17 at ue at 34, 

Clark, came, jun, Ba | Organ I Builder Bath. Pet Aug 13. Ord Aug 13, Exam 

18 ai 

aaa, Somme pome, Fleet Mes apogee 3 ba Bigh Court. Pet July 2. 

xam t; = + 11 at 34 ’s 

Eldridge, Jo ohn Robert terdale, Hornsea, “Y Yorkshire, Solicitor. Kingston 

m Hull. Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug 12, Exam Aug 25 at 11 at Court house, 


Cornhall Hull 
inom. Fritz William, Mark lane, Flour Factor. igh Court. Pet July % 
rd Aug9. Exam Sept 17 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fie 
Franklin, John, ty oucester, Dealer in Horses. Gloucester. Pet Aug 11. Ord Aug 
380 


12. Exam 
Grey. J . ny, anemia, out of business. Sheffield., Pet Aug 13. Ord. 
13. 
Ha’ , Frederick Willian and William Houghton, Bristol, Hardware Factors. 


Ww 
Bristol. Pet Aug12. Ord Aug12. Exam Oct 10 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristol 
Holdcroft, William George, Bu , Staffordshire, Builder Hanley, 
and Tunstall. Pet Aug 7. Ord Aug 7. Exam Sept 5 at 11 | at Town all, “— 
Holland, William. ton, Leicestershire, Contractor. Leicester. Pet Ai 


. m, 
Ord . Exam 10 
Ithurrelde, 3 ~ bp igo Dealer. Newcastle on 


Pet Aug 12 Ord Ord‘Anais.” 
Lobley, James B : Hexham, aah and, Woolstapler, Neweastle 
on yi Pes Ane net ii. ed beats: Aug 
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Lythgoe, Thomas, Manchester, out of business. Manchester. Ord under sect 
103. Ord July 29. Exam Aug 28 at 12.30 
Marson, Arthur, reed, ommercial Traveller. Croydon. Pet Aug 8. Ord 
og noms oumas Wiliam, Derby, Paint Merchant. Derby. Pet July 31. Ord 
13. Exam a 
ane, Robert pert John, Ovenden, nr Halifax, Worsted Spinnér. Halifax. Pet 
Ord A: ‘Exam Oct 30 
Gt Yarmouth, Fisherman. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Aug 12. 
a 
Geo: Raby, and Gerald Herbert Brooke, Bursl 
~~ ufacturers.  Rarsee, § 


= 
t July 29. ‘Ord Aug il. Exam t 5 at 10.30 at ownhall, Han) 
Rowland, John, = -y" on Tees, D pit Innkeeper. Stockton on Tees and 
Miadies! pereae®. m © Aug 13. Ord Aug 13, Exam Aug 25 at 11 at County 
urt, 


Scott, Henry Potts, South Shields, Paint Manufacturer. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Ang 11. Ord Aug 11. Exam A m Ana ® 
at aad Yeovil. Pet Aug 8 Ord 


Sharman, Hime Drayton, — 
Aug 13. Exam Sept 11 at 
Shilson, Daniel on, Marine "Engineer. East Stonehouse. Pet Aug 12. 
Aug 13. Exam ug 
Thompson, William ban a Bicho Auckland, Durham, Architect. Durham. 
Pet Aug ii. Ord Augii. Exam Oct 7 at 2.30 


First MEETINGS. 
, William Albert, Ascot, Berkshire, no occupation. Aug 22ati1. 28and 
5 erie eth bri Batseeeit, it of business. Aug 27 at 
omas, Thongs) e, nr Hudde: out 0: a 
aS B. ficial Receiver, New midge 2 rsfield Bd 
itt, George, Liverpool, Boot Denon Aug %at2. Official Receiver, Lisbon 
Beckitt, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Bullen, W: Tooting, Builder. Aug 22 at 12. Official Receiver, 109, Queen 


illiam, 
Victoria st, Westminster 
Caley, William Forrester, Aston, Warwickshire, Grocer. Aug25at11. Official 
hall chmbrs, Colmore row, Birming! 
Ta: Tollington Park, Insurance Agent. Aug 2 at 1. 
$3, Carey st, Lincoln’s 

Dews, W: , Ossett, poapatine, Shoddy Merchant. Aug 22at3. Official Re- 

ceiver, Bank chmbrs, Ba tley 
Westerdale, Hornsea, Yorkshire, Solicitor. Aug 26 at 11. 


Eldridge, J: ohn Robert 

_ of the Hull Incorporated Law Society, Lincoln’s inn bldgs, Bow y lane, 
u 

Franklin, Lewis David, South Molton st, Brook st, Gent. Aug 25at12. 33, 

Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Giles, George Edward, Liverpool, Solicitor. Aug 25 at 3. Official Receiver, 

Lish: n bldgs, , Victoria st, Liverpool 

Glover, borough, Gent. Aug25ati1i. Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hatfield, Edward Brailey, George Alfred Hatfield, and Daniel Crowe Cooper, 
Liverpool, Shipowners. Aug 26 at12. Official Receiver, Lisbon bldgs. Victoria 


Holdcroft, William George, Burslem, Staffordshire, Builder. Aug 25 at 2.30. 
Leopard Hotel, Burslem 
Holland, William, Knighton Leicestershire, Contractor. Aug 27 at3. Official 


Receiv: Friar lane, Leicester 
Bierraiae. John William, Jarrow on Durham, Furniture Dealer. Aug 26 
at 12. Official Receiver, County chm bony "Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Kite, Henry es and Edward Thomas Shaw, Maria st, 
men. Aug 25 Bankruptcy bldgs a st, Lincoln’s 


dx “4 
d, Woseune. Au 25 at 2. 


Laer , James Blackburn, He , Northum 
Official Mestive, County e hmbrs, Wooten rd, Newcastl 
Marson, Arthur, Bromley, Commercial Traveller. Aug 22 m4 i. cial Receiver, 
“ie: Victoria st, Westminster 
"Ofc Robert ‘John, Ovenden, nr Halifax, Worsted Spinner. Aug 22 at 11. 
cial Receiver, Townhall chors, Crossley Bt, 


Halifax 
wman, ©) her, Birmingham, Dealer in China. Aug 22at3. Official Re- 
soaer, er, White p< bang Colmore row, Birmingham 
tt, H Potts, South Shields. t Manufacturer. Aug 25at12. Official 
Bete aan ounty chbrs, Westgate, rd, icone on Tyne 
Shilson, Daniel, outh, Marine Engineer. Aug 29at 10. Official Receiver, 18, 
Frankfort st, Plymou 
Sigees, Jos John, pecunaneworth, Hertfordshire, Gilder. Aug 23 at 11. Ewen and 


5, Chancery 
Walt Fs _ teh de she ‘Hyde Bai. te, South K: ap Gore, Gent. A 
%atii. Bankruptcy bidgs, P ot Lincoln’s inn fi : te 
Wolfe, Phoebe Ann, N: ess, Aug =e at 12. Official Re- 


cham, vou of 
ceiver, Exchange’ walk, 
chbrs. , Sonion Bridge, Provision Mer- 


ouse, Merry, and Co, W 
chants. Aug26at1. 33, st, coln’s 
The following amended oe, ico is substituted for 4 that published in the London 
tte o: 
Tiley, James, Bath, Carpenter Aug Si at S45. High Bailiff, County Court, York 


Deter, William Albert, Ascot, Se nog occupation. Kingston, Surrey. 


Beanie: Willian Ord LAagé 
Beards ee a a Wolverhampton, Japanners. Wolverhamp- 
ot Ona orrester, —. Warwickshire, Grocer. Birmingham. Pet Aug 
ovens Obed vt Holt, Upper Wobum pl, Russell sq, Tourist. High Court. Pet 
Claremo t, 
Pee mont, “Edward Ma McDougall Stopford, Settle, Yorkshire, Printer. Bradford. 








Clarke, Arthur, Wailing tt, E 1g ws. High Court. Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug 12 
Clark, James, junior, Bath, orn ss der. Bath. Pet Aug 1 Ord Aug 13 
Pemey Wa , Cheltenham, Builder. Cheltenham. Pet July 22. Ord Aug 11 
Device, John Sayes, Liverpool, Master Mariner. Liverpool. July 1. Grd 
» William, a Yorkshire, Shoddy Merchant. Dewsbury. Pet Aug 8. 


Ord Dodde We tect 


m, @ Prisoner in Hoeneld Gaol, Gloucestershire, Sheriff's 
et Bristol pe it ay Ord Aug 13 
worl Ate alsall, Staffordshire, Grocer. Walsall. Pet Aug 7. 


Galler Frederick, North Woolwich, Butcher. Greenwich. Pet July 25. Ord 
re me 3 Ord Aug ti St James rd, Holloway, House Agent. High Court, 
effield, out of business. Sheffield. Pet Aug 13. Ord 

ches Wa Wasi, Sleaford, Lincolnshire, Solicitor. Boston. Pet June 


Ord A: 


rs Josiah Baty, Swansea, Hairdresser. Swansea. Pet July 22. Ord 


origi Joseph, jun, Eynsham, Oxfordshire, Butcher. Oxford. Pet July 14. 
Lay Benjamin "St Jves, Huntingdonshire, Confectioner. Peterborough. Pet 


Packer, W: Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet Ji Ord Aug 12 

Parsons, Bolney, eer. Candi. Pet July 9, Ord Any Aug 1. Ord 

ORT, Jcvene mae Late aio Gt Grimsby. Pet July 24. 
7 tm ka apnageanans nea Greenwich. 


Reuse, f » dale, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Oldham. Pet June 28. 
bs 1 ecegpnetimaptianmantpats ir eo: Leicester. Pet May 


Ord A) 
smith, Join. L fe Bowden, Northamptonshire, Builder. Leicester. Pet July 
iy 5 Johnston Bell, Liverpool, Ship Owner. Liverpool. Pet July 21. Ord 


Sianky. Ciiem. Tes , Dealer in Glass. Exeter. Pet July 2t. Cline, 
we William, W: ‘wd » nr Bury, Joiner. Bolton. bral 21. 
Sunles . Robert, and Thomas Bh om Detegien, Hest Stockton on 

y tees and Middlosborough Ja Te cotershie, 12 

=e \William Johny oMdbary, bacai nadlied Old- 

t July 26. O: 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Toney, Aug. 19, 1884. 


sg | Na y ed 1b. Bian Ook id, Manufacturer’s Manager. Sheffield. Pet Aug. 
Gert et 11.30 
Burchell, or Wi um Worthing, Sussex, Solicitor. Brighton. Pet Aug1i. Ord 


by mtn Bate — Bichese, Fytinite ..% err e . Court. Pet 
le Ord le Exam See 8s 
Cave W il, Portobello io rd, Job Master. Court. Pet 
Chsatinns, Nicho 1S, Sot Ne Newt "Tracey, Dew Par 
0! 0. * 

Pet Aug1. Ord Aug 15. Exam Ai Sareea a, meee 
Chapman, est, Berrow Pet Aug 14. 
Ord A a Exam Sept 8 at 11 
Certs O 16. ans ag 19 at 11 oy 

Crook, ober’, and Robert Oystermouth, dhicintamns taal 


Pane Be Baom Ang. 2t 


Davies } sang A ert at Court. Pet July 
30. Ord Aug 14. Exam mp kigey' Ting Mana adie 

Davis, Thomas, st, ufacturer of Fancy Goods. Man- 
chester. Pet July 29. Ord Aug 14. Exam Aug 28 at 12.30 

Donovan, William, Wellow, nr Romsey, Surgeon. Southampton. Pet Aug 15. 


Aug i5. Exam lat1 
it, George, Bath, Fly rietor. Bath. Pet Augi4. Ord Aug 14. Exam 


uth, Sulla ati z 
Gui ulia, Rottingdean, Sussex, Widow. Brighton. ey Ord Aug 
Exam Oct 2 at 12 


Thomas, Weltne 44, Housscemaitte, Cond Mantiony Court. - Pet 
June 30. Aug 13. Bxam Sept Hat ti at 4 Lincoln s 
Hiss, Saemee ro Painter. Leeds. Pet Aug 16. ‘Ord Aug 16. Exam 
ug 26 at 1 


Holman, Thomas, Lewes, Sussex, Gent. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet Aug 15. 
pore Aus 15. Exam Oct 3 at 11 


ames, Timberscombe, Some Farmer. Taunton. Pet Aug 
2. Ora Ang te Exam Sept 0 at 3 —— 
Hutchinson. es, » Barb, Balter Court. - Pet 
June 20. Ord Aug 18, Eyam Sept 9 at 1 at 9 Linc coln’s inn : 
Jackson, ya. Gocege atthe Torquay, Saddler. “hea Pet Aug i4. Ord Aug 
xam at 
Sonos, Evan, Delecliey, Me ionethshire, Timber Merchant. Aberystwith. Pet 
Aug 15. Ord Aug 15. te Wati 
ie aan Bath, lrommnonger. Bath. Pet Aug 16. Ord Aug 16. Exam 
aietyne, Rernera, Li Liverpool, Draper. Liverpool. Pet Aug 15. Ord Aug 15. 
Exam Se shoe 


Rouepest, Wensastamhing Dative. Kidderminster. Pet Ang 
12. Ord Au 1 pn Ans 
Normand, Joseph, East Denier, Rare, sodined. Kingston, Surrey. Pet Aug 


5. Ord Aug 15. Exam Sept i9 at 3.30 
A Exam Oct 9 * eee 

12. 
Penn, Wiliam Cooper, Cardi , Colliery Agent. Cardiff. Pet Aug13. Ord Aug 
Perkin, John, Bideford, Devon, Confectioner. Barnstaple. Pet Aug 13. Ord Aug 
13. Exam Ai 25 at 8.90 at Bridge Hall 
Robson, John Atkinson, Sunderland, Ironfounder. Sunderland. Pet Aug 16. 
Gad Ang, 16. ‘Exam Aug 38 at 2.0 


12. ean Pa eae na ee a a incon’ tnn ele pats 


7 mas, Hanley, and Tunstall. Pet Aug 
Cee Nene ae Oot at il at Towaball, Hanley 
Sullivan, Wi , Columbia rd, Court. 
Pet Aug 11. Ord Aug 11. Exam Sept 17 at 11 at 83, Lincoln’s inn 
T made under sec 


es, 
& 15. 
, August J Theodor, ‘ 
"Gourt. Pet July $0. Ord Aug or, High st, Stoke pea eg eg a 


fields 
Umplety, Fedacie, West Hartlepool, Tailor. Sunderland. Pet July 14. Ord Aug 





Exam Aus 3 t 2.30 
wai ices Bop at at ga Limcokrs ti inn ieacninentos 
le a 
ware Frederick James, sham, “Mineral ‘Water Maker. Cheltenham. 
b> rc Exam 
ion es, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Aug 14. Ord Aug 
Wharton, A’ Joie Wherten, Sad Protecte Wierten. Degsbaty, Te 
shire, Shoddy Makers. Pet Aug 14. Ord Aug 14. Exam Aug 19 





1 7 Correspondent. Leeds. Pet 
Wide dcbrook, Francis f : Newlay, nr Leeds, Foreign 
‘Wiis, Aue’ Menry, Exeter, Exeter. Pet Aug 15. Ord Aug 15. 
_Lanenaiiinn, tt of business. Oldham. Pet July 4. 
Word Aug is. Exam Aug 9 at ta aly 


‘Wood. Jonaem, Leta, ow pt Leeds. Pet Aug 12. Ord Aug 12. Exam 
rom, Thomas, A, Chrseiine, Comm Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Aug 4. 
Ord Aug 14. Exam Aug 28 

fe Scrap eben 


nti is substituted for that published in the London 
Gazette of 


Robinson, Wigton, Cum! Victualler. Carlisle. 
Pare, Aug 9. 79. Ord Aug 9.” Aug 2% at 11 at Court 





eee ry ate a en meee serne 
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Bradley, . anemia Plate Manufacturer. Aug 27 at 4. Law 
fie 
Bran ; Arthur, Marmora rd, Honor Oak, Clerk. Aug 28 at 1. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Aug 27 at 10.30. 


mare: William ao Nottinghamshire, Publican. 
ot, Borrow, Somersetshire, Farmer. Aug 28 at 11.30. Clarence 


Corn Eanbenge, Works 
poe, eee, Bet 
Clark, Bail, County Con Boule "Organ Builder. Aug 27 at 2.30. R. H. Moore, High 
ourt, York st, Ba: 

, Thomas, Cheetham, nr —__ Plasterer. Aug 29 at 11.80. The 

house, Encombe Bien Bat 
Franklin, John William, loucester, Healer i in Horses. Aug 26at4. Official Re- 
are Sak Cromeecter A RHM High Bailiff, 

rge, ly prietor. Aug 27 at 3.15. oore g 
— Court, York st, Bath ad 4 

Aster Great Missenden, out of business. Sept 10 at 11. County 


CBee Often A 
tA Dunstan, heffield, out of business. Aug 27 at 3. Official Receiver, 

e, 
Gu Brighton Julia, Rottingdean, Sussex, Widow. Aug 28 at 12. 160, North st, 


aoe ae Frederick William, and William Houghton, Bristol, Hardware Factors. 
Aug 26 ‘at 3.15. Mr. Luke J. Sharp, Whitehall chbrs, 25, Colmore row, Birming- 


Hoe, Thomas Fool. Leste, Painter. Aug 28 ati2. Official Receiver, St Andrew’s 
chbrs, 22 row, 
Thpotson. , awin, Barnsley, "Yustshive, Grocer. Aug 29 at 11.45. County Court 


Bristol orge "Buckland, Torquay, Saddler. Aug 28 at 3.30. Grand Hotel, 


Samuel, eee Auctioneer. Aug 28 at 3. Official Receiver, 
odes ’s chbrs, 97, Bridge st Manchester 
amin Be 4 Iv eithigtboaatiire,” Confectioner. Aug 28 at 11.30. White 
orse mn, omit Ives 
, Thom an, Manchester, out of business. Aug 28 at 3.30. Official Receiver, 
Ogden’s chbrs, 91, hs st, Manchester 
Mason, Thomas William, Derby, Paint Merchant. Aug 27 at 12, Official Receiver, 
on James’s chbrs, Derby 
ee William, Stourport, Worcestershire, Puiiter. Aug 27 at 1.30. Messrs 
ler and J.J. Corbett’s Offices, Kidderminste 
Moss, Joshua William, Gt bade Fisherman. 
blake, 80 South Quey, Gt Yarmouth 


ard George Raby, and Gerald Herbert Brooke, lem. 

Beaters, Siwoere anufacturers. Aug 27 at 3.30. 2 

Pan ns, Alfred, Birmingham, Warehouseman. Aug 26 ati1. Official Receiver, 
‘Whitehall chbrs, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Pattison, George Archibald, Seaforth, Lancashire, Engineer. Aug 28 at3, Official 


ver, Lisbon bldgs, Victoria st, Liverpool 
rae James Robinson, Wigton, Cumberland, Licensed Victualler, Aug 27 at 3. 


er st, Carlisle 
Peskin, John, 1 Bideford, Confectioner. Aug 27 at 2.30, Underhill’s Railway 


Robeon, Jans Atkinson, Sunderland, Ironfounder. Aug 27 at 12. Law Society, 
Rowland J ag Tees, Innk A Official Recei 

oO ockton on Tees, eeper. ug 27 at1i. Offi eceiver, 
Pe novi Ba Middlesborough ° 4 & 


Scott, George West Hartlepool, Surveyor. Aug 27 at11. Official Receiver, 21, 
Fawcett st, Sunderland . ’ . 4 
‘William, eaten, Somersetshire, Farmer. Aug 27 at 12.30. Langport 
Arms Hotel, Langpo 

Aug 28 at 2.30. Official 


Shaw, Thomas, Henley, Staffordshire, Fishmonger. 
Receiver, Newcastle under Lyme 
ur George Sewallis, Hyde park gate South, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Aug 38 at 1. aise bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
yes van, ean ites a rd, Hackney rd, Boot Manufacturer. Aug 26 at 12. 
sinn 
Le a tles, Shermanbury, Sussex, Gent. Aug 29 at 2.30. 28, St Swithin’s 


Thompson, William Vickers, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Architect. Aug 27 at 3. 
Comm: Searetal Hotel, Bishop indieed . 

Warner, Frederick James, Cheltenham, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Aug 29 

at3. County Court, Cheltenham 

Wharton, Abraham, John Wharton, and Frederick Wharton, Dewsbury, York- 
shire, Shhocidy Manufacturers. Aug 28 at 3. Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, 


Aug 26 at 10. Mr Lovewell 





bs, Margaret, Northwiek terrace, Maida High Court. Pet 
BY une %5. Ord Aug 
D 4d, Clitheroe Lancashire, Tailor. Blackburn. Pet Augi. Ord Aug 15 
Fox, Klin, Sok Ashto’ serge, Lan Tronmonger. Lincoln, Pet July 21. Ord Aug i5 
Franklin, John William, Gloucester, Dealer in Horses. Gloucester. Pet Aug 11, 


Gant, George ®, Bath Fly Proprietor. Bath. Pet Augi4. Ord Ang 14 
te Bye mee ae Wade, Lewisham, Kent, Builder. Greenwich. Pet July 19, 


Hal Aug it Sheffield, Licensed Victualler. Sheffield. Pet Aug 1. Ord 
Hardwick, J. FO gt - aenaece st, Banker’s Clerk. High Court. Ord made under 


sec 103. 1 
Here dy, y) Edmund Pearmeth, Newcastle upon Tyne, Carver. Newcastle on Tyne. 
'e Ord A 

Harrison, Charles, Derby, Cotton Doubler. pecby. Pet July 30.. Ord Aug 15 

Hoe, Thomas Poo ter. Leeds. ugi6. Ord Aug 16 

Hunter, Robert Naisbitt, Oswaldtwistle, aanaiiiice Local Board Surveyor. 
Blackburn. Pet July 29 Aug 15 

Lythgoe, tpomes, Manchester, out of business. Manchester. Ord made under 
sec 103. 

Mcfinaney, Ow Owen, Newcastle on Tyne, Bookseller. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Aug 


— Bernard, Liverpool, Draper. Live l. Pet Aug 15. Ord Aug 15 
Pp William, § tourport, Worcestershire, Builder. Kidderminster. Pet Aug 
xs ug 15 
y George Charles, Gastie st, Falcon sq, Belt Manufacturer. High Court, 
Pet July 10. tied hee id 
Rimes, Richard Hucknall, Bradford, Boot Maker. Bradford. Pet July 29. Ord 
14 


ug 
Shaw, Thomas, Fianley, Fishmonger. Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. Pet Aug 


14. Ord Au 
Singeenan, Moses, West Hartlepool, Furniture Dealer. Sunderland. Pet July 
rd Aug 
mate Phone Bel, Gateshead on Tyne, Undertaker. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
10. 15 
Vogl, ; Moritz, Holland rd, Brixton, Traveller. High Court. Pet July 22. Ord 


Wanless, Ge: Gocrge Hadrian rd, Wallsend, Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Aug 

2 

Witepency: Branets L L., Newlay, nr Leeds, Foreign Correspondent. Leeds. Pet 
ug 7. 15 

Wiley, Frderick. and Samuel Tebbutt, Liverpool, Cutlers. Liverpool. Pet July 


14 
Wilson, Philip, Nottingham, Tailor. Nottingham. Pet July 17, Ord Aug15 
Wie, Wiliam, Luton, Bedfordshire, Cabinet Maker. Luton. Pet J uly 19. 
rr ug 1 
Wood, Joseph, Leeds, out of business. Leeds. Pet Augi2. Ord Aug 15 
ADJUDICATION NULLED, 
Johnson, William Gootte, 3 jun, -spyerey, rama Midland Hosiery Co. Nottingham. 
Adjud April5. Annul Aug 1 ; 


Hill, Builder. 
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eeler, aoe, Benledi st, Poplar, Dairyman. Aug 28 at 11, 33, Carey s‘, | 





I 

Widebrook, Francis L., Newley, nr Leeds, Foreign Correspondent, Aug 28 at 11, 
Official iver; St Andrew's chbrs, 22, Park Siow. leeds - 

Wills, Alfred Henry, Exeter, Architect. Aug 29 at 11, Castle cf Exeter at | 


Exeter 
‘-~, Soocuh. Leeds, out of business. Aug 26at3. Official Receiver, St An- 


chbrs, 22, Park row, Leeds 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Beech, ee , Carlton, Nottinghamshire, Builder. Nottingham. Pet July 28. 
ie. Thomas H Henry, Sheffield, Manufacturer’s Manager. Sheffield. Pet Aug 
Ord nex 
a Ramsclough, 4 Oswaldtwistle, Lan , 
ia. Pet At wei, Ord Aud 15 F at e cashire, Innkeeper. 
ames Alexander, Great " 
Detich Oc Boom Jemes nie zy inchester st bldgs, Stock Brokers. 


Au 
Deen, Gil ~ Almond sa.0@ Yorkshive, Innkeeper. Huddersfield. Pet Aug 1. 
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SCHWEITZER'S COCOATINA 
ti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guareatesd Fare Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
the excess of fat extracted. 
P — 3 the ew a. per- 
ve. e beve' or Breakfas heon, 

Su: end invalasbie tor Invalids and Children pas 
ee ded by the entire Medical Press. 

, Spice, or other admixture, it suits 


ROBE 


EDE AND SON, 
£10 to £1 peo bet hi e Mr. 
Pe a4 MAKERS Hx7on, personally oe possible, 40 gy heret meth = 4 
, 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the | to Foundling 
Judicial Bench Corporation of London &. 


T* you want Money without Fees—amounts 





US IN URBE.—The Lease of a detached 
House, with garden walled in from road (close 
Hospital), con’ three _ sitting 


rooms, five rooms, and pean domestic oto, bg 





oll salboen =~ — in all climates, and is four Disposed of.—Further particulars of A. 
Be the strength of cocOas THICKENED yet WEAKENED Chancery-lane. 
with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such | ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERP. 
py eo with Reems water, a teaspoonful SOLICITORS’ GOWNS PBYATE TUITION.—A Clergyman (late 
Breakfast costing less than a mny. Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks Fellow of a of many years’ experience 
Cocoatina aka Vanesa is the most delicate, digestible, , emen Pro- 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken, when and Clerks of the Fano jp Tpition, Evepanes of Gent ~~ 


richer chocolate is prohibited, 
In tins at 1s. 6d., me: ae = &c., by Chemists and 


poguiies Special the 8 ty por oe 
sitios om Spi Torin by tho Sole Pr don W. 
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fessional Ft 7 Competitive Examinations. 
References to parents whose after failing 
make Pvapialy and under the pubiie s school system, 

ly. — TuTor, care jot 
Besars vens, ae & Stevens, Bolicitors, St. 
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